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TECHNICAL MEMORANDUWDOMPLEMENTARYXALYSIS OF PCESYOR
FANITA RANCH

1. SUMMARY

The purpose of this Technical Memo isctimplement the original Analysis of PCCSYAs for FRaiteh

to demonstrate thatadditional areas associated the Fanita Ranclfroject not included in the original

study alsagenerates a No Net Impact in the Critical Coarse Sediment(Zi€lgYfpr tributariesand sub
tributaries emanating from the largeantributing area of the projecencompassed by the extension of
Cuyamaca Drive (POCs 10B to 16) and the extension of Sycamore Canyon Drive (POC$ O35 18)
10B, 10C, 10D, 10E, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15 and 16 drain to very small creeks that eventuallyedisttharg

the MS!1 of North Santee and from there into San Diego River, while POCs 17 and 18 discharge into
Cuyamac&reek that also eventually discharges into San Diego River. It is assumed in this study that all
those minor creeks will need the CCSY produced upstream.

The methodology explained in Appendik(reference [1])of the @unty of San Diego BMP Design
Manual (updated by the Critical Coarse Sediment Technical Advisory Committee on March 2016, from
which the City of San Diego, The County of San Diego, Technical Experts and representatives of the
Water Quality Control Board were present)ll be usedto concludethat the Potential Critical Coarse
Sediment Yield Areas (PCCSYAs) withifrémita RanclProject are not significant and can be removed

from Critical Designation, and their removal will not impact negativelysthellreceiving stream

2. METHODOLOGYO IENTIFY CCSYAs

2.1 ldentification of CCSYAs

The Watershed Management Area Analysis (WMAA) PCCSYA Map prepared by the County of San Diego
(commonly known as the Rash Map where PCCSYA are depictedigusst) to identify PCCSYA in the
portion of the projectanalyzed hereFor some points (POCs 10B, and 10C), as a No Net Impact analysis
will be required, a complementai@LU analysis needed Therefore, red areas Wlater bemodified for

those two pointscombining Geology, Land Use, and SIqp¥3Cs 10B and 10i@)a process referred to

asa GLU analysis, while all other points will use WMAA PCCSYA Map inforfRmfioas 1.1 to 8.

show the result of thaVMAA for all POCs here whitl.U Analysiareaswill be includedfor the other

points whee eventually No Net Impact Analysis is required (10B and 10C)
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2.2 FirstPreliminaryAnalysis:Preservation of the PCCSYAs

Table 1 displays the PCCSYAs draining to each oRtROCs to be analyzed in this report. From the
review of Table 1, it is clear than the drainage areas of the follothireg (3) POCs are ndmpacting

any WMAA area: POCs 13, 14 and 15, while three others POCs amecrmdching at all into the GEU
PCCSYMap: POC4$6, 17 and 18. Therefore, those POCs can be removed from further consideration, as
100% of the PCCSYéantributing to these POCs atmeing preservedand/or by-passed downstream to

the receiving POQOf the remaining six (6) POGmothertwo (2) can also be removed from further
consideration as they are encroaching in less than 5% of the WMAA areas: POCs 10D and 10E. Finally,
the remainingfour (4)POCsvill require additional analysis: PO@BL10C 11and 12.

Table 1: Preliminary PCCSYA dfwcroachment Results

poc | Ep: Existing | Re Remaining | I Impacted | E%: % of’
PCCSYA (aq PCCSYA (ac) PCCSYA (aq Encroachment

10B 1.21 0.68 0.53 43.8%
10C 0.85 0.27 0.58 68.2%0
10D 8.22 8.16 0.06” 0.7%
10E 51.62 49.44 2.18? 4.2%
11 2.21 1.56 0.65 29.4%
12 0.11 0.06 0.05 45.5%
13 0 0 0 0%
14 0 0 0 0%
15 0 0 0 0%
16 10.86 10.86 0 0%
17 0.73 0.73 0 0%
18 0.37 0.37 0 0%

Notes:

(1): % of Encroachment: E% = 100-(k)/Er = 100-/Ep

(2): Encroachmenaind sediment producing areamly includesareas downstream of POCs 10B and 10@,tlhose 2 POCs will be proven to
satisfy No Net Impact requirementsh@refore, any area upstream of them is considered satisfactory in terms of transporting coarse sediments
and flows downstream in @ay equivalent or better than the original natural conditicared is removed from encroachment measurements

(3): Same encroachment value than in PXOCfrom original CCSYA report as no more downstream WMAA areas have been encroached upon.
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